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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-6 and 8-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-6 and 8-15 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the Amendment filed on April 30, 2007. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-15 are currently pending in this application. Claim 7 has been deleted. 
Claims 11-15 have been newly added. Claims 1 and 3 have been amended. 

3. In view of the prior Office action, the objection and the 102 rejection of claim 7 have 
been withdrawn due to the cancelation of the claim. The 103 rejection of the claims as 
unpatentable over Fujii in view of Koike or Nishizawa is maintained as set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6, 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fujii et 
al. (US Pat. 6,964,814) in view of Koike et al. (US Pat. 6,654,085) or Nishizawa et al. (US Pat. 
6,797,383). The Fujii reference is used as an equivalent of the EP 1 160591 or WO 013007 
disclosed in the IDS filed on 12/10/2004. 

Fujii discloses a polarizer protection film for use in liquid crystal displays (see col. 1, In. 
17-36). The film is laminated to a polarizer by an adhesive to form a polarizing plate (see col. 3, 
In. 17-22; col. 5, In. 33-45; col. 27, In. 36-41). 

The protection film of Fujii is made from a resin composition comprising a thermoplastic 
resin A having a substituted or non-substituted imide group in a side chain of the resin A, and a 
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thermoplastic resin B having at least a substituted or non-substituted phenyl group and a nitrile 
group at a side chain of the resin B (see col. 5, In. 49-55). The film is biaxially stretched (see col. 
19, In. 33) with a retardation value in both plane and thickness directions of less than 20 nm (see 
col. 19, In. 48 to col. 20, In. 10). The film can be subjected to surface treatment including corona 
discharge or UV or acid treatment (see col. 25, In. 26-36). Peel at the interface between the 
polarization plate and the retardation film is not observed, which is less than 1% (see col. 36, In. 
55-56). Moreover, note that whether the polarization plate is square or circular, it peeling 
properties would be the same. 

Fujii, however, differs from the presently claimed invention in that the reference does not 
teach the adhesive to be a polyurethane adhesive. 

Koike discloses a polarization laminate in liquid crystal displays, the laminate comprising 
an adhesive that is composed of a urethane resin obtained by cross-link reaction of an isocyanate 
prepolymer and a polyol such as polyurethane polyol (see abstract; col. 4, In. 13-22). 

Nishizawa discloses a polarization laminate comprising a polyurethane adhesive obtained 
from reacting a polyurethane prepolymer with a curing agent. The polyurethane prepolymer is a 
reaction product of an isocyanate and polypropylene glycol; and the curing agent is a 
polyurethane polyol, a reaction product of an isocyanate and polypropylene glycol (see col. 5, In. 
21-57; col. 6, In. 11-15). Thus, the polyurethane polyol is a polyether urethane polyol. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have used the 
polyurethane adhesive, as taught by Koike or Nishizawa, in the adhesive composition of Fujii, 
because urethane adhesives obtained from reacting a polyurethane polyol and an isocyanate have 
been known to have excellent durability, weatherability, and chemical resistance. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on April 30, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

7. In response to applicant's argument that Koike and Nishizawa are nonanalogous art, it has 
been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, 
then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, 
in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 
F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Koike and Nishizawa are used to 
illustrate that a polyurethane adhesive layer has been taught in the prior art to adhere a polarizer 
and an outermost layer. Thus, Koike and Nishizawa are to remedy Fujii. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



examiner should be directed to Thao T. Tran whose telephone number is 571-272-1080. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, from 9:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleck can be reached on 571-272-1078. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



9. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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